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First PURE AND THEN PEACEABLE.——James iii. 17. 

We (the Apostles) are of God: he who knows God, hearkens to us; he 
who is not of God, hearkens not to us. By this we know the Spint of 
Truth, and the Spint of Error.—1 John iv. 1 

Be mindful of the words before spoken by the Holy Prophets, and of the 
commandments of us, the Apostles of the Lord and Saviour.—2 Peter iii. 2. 








Associations-=-John Kerr=-=-The Dunkards-=-Trine Immersion. 


On Sept. 2d I returned to Richmond after an absence of five weeks. 
During this period I travelled about six hundred miles, and spoke twenty- 
six times on the Christian Institution to a total of some three thousand 

ople. On July 30th I arrived at Flat Rock in company with Bros, 
Seer and Walthal. Here we found many of the brethren from various 
parts of Lunenburg and the adjacent counties. They had met here as 
delegates to, and spectators of, the proceedings of an Association, now 
probably defunct, called the Meherrin Association. We were respectfully 
invited to.a seat. "We appreciated the motive of our friends, but the in- 
Vitation was not accepted. As far as we could learn, we believe there 
was not a single delegate, that was not fully impressed with the unscri 
tural character ef these assemblies. Indeed, a vote was unanimously 
passed, that the churches be advised to dissolve the “9 It is probable, 
therefore, that we were spectators of its demise. No “funeral was 
preached” over its corpse; may its ashes, however, rest in peace, and 
never rise again. 

“Associations” are unscriptural. ‘Thecongregations of Christin early 
times, were entirely independent, none of them being subject to any fo- 
reign or extraneous jurisdiction, but each governed by its own Rulers, 
and the Apostolic laws. No peculiar set of men, associated under any 
exclusive title, had any juridical authority, or any sort of supremacy, or 
the least right to enact laws under any pretence whatever. othing, on 
the contrary, is more evident than the perfect equality that reigned among 
the primitive churches; nor does there even appear, in the first century, 
that association of provincial churches from which councils and metro- 
politans derive their origin. It was only in the second century, that the 
custom of holding councils commenced in Greece whence it soon spread 
through the other provinces of the Roman world. 

The meeting of the Church at Jerusalem (Acts xv.) is commonly con- 
sidered as the first Christian council or association. But this notion 
arises from a manifest abuse of the word council. That meeting was 
only of one chureh, and, if such a meeting be called a council, it will 
follow that there were innumerable councils in the primitive times. But 
every one knows that a council is an assembly of delegates, deputies. or 
commissioners, sent from several churches orl ree a certain bonds 


in a general body, and thus the said supposition falls to the ground. 
F 
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Although the Christian assemblies in the first century were unasso- 
ciated in any other bonds than those of love, in process of time, as Hu- 
MAN PoLicy gained the ascendant, all the churches of a province were 
formed into one large ecclesiastical body, which, like confederate States, 
assembled at certain times, in order to deliberate about the common inte- 
rests of the whole. This institution had its origin among the Greeks, 
with whom nothing was more common than this confederacy of inde- 
pendent States, and the regular assemblies which met, in consequence 
thereof, at fixed times, and were composed of the deputies of each respec- 
tive State. But these ecclesiastical associations were not long confined 
to the Greeks; their great utility in subserving the ambitious views of a 
rising priesthood was no sooner perceived by the clergy, than they be- 
came universal, and were formed in all places where the Christian reli- 
gion had been planted. ‘To these assemblies, in which the deputies or 
commissioners of several churches consulted together, the names of sy- 
NoD was appropriated by the Greeks, and thaj of councils by the Latins; 
and the laws that were enacted in these general meetings, were called 
canons, 1. e. rules. 

“These councils,” says Mosheim, “of which we find not the smallest 
trace before the middle of the second century, changed the whole face of 
the church and gave it a new foym; for, by them the ancient privileges 
of the people were considerably diminished, and the power and authority 
of the bishops greatly augmented.” Prudence indeed prevented the clergy 
assuming all at once the power with which they were afterwards in- 
vested. At their first appearance in these general councils they acknow- 
ledged that they were no more than the delegates of their respective 
churches, and that they acted in the name, and by the appointment of the 
people. But they soon changed,this humble tone, imperceptibly extended 
the limits of their authority, turned their influence into dominion, and 
their counsels into laws; and opénly asserted, at length, that Christ had 
empowered them to prescribe to his people authoritative rules of faith and 
manners. Another effect of these councils was, the gradual abolition of 
that perfect equality which reigned among all bishops in the primitive 
times. For the order and decency of these assemblies required, that some 
one of the provincial bishops, meeting jp council, should be invested with 
a superior degree of power and authority, and hence the rights of metro- 
politan bishops derive their origin. In the mean time the bounds of the 
church were enlarged; the custom of holding councils was followed where 
ever the sound of a corrupted gospel had reached; and the universal church 
had now the appearance of one vast republic, formed by a combination 
of agreat number of little States. This occasioned a new order of eccle- 
siastics, Who were appointed in different parts of the world, as heads of 
the church, and whose office it was to preserve the consistence and union 
of that immense body, whose members were so widely dispersed through- 
out the nations. Such were the nature and office of the patriarchs, among 
whom at length, ambition, having reached its most insolent period, formed 
a new dignity, investing the Bishop of Rome, and his successors, with 
the title and authority of Prince of the Patriarchs. (Mosheim, vol. i. p. 60.) 

Such is the ee us by history of the origin and usurpa- 
tion of associations. istory is the experience of past ages, and is able 
to make us wise in the conduct of the future. The embryo assemblies 

out of which arose the councils of Nice, Nicomedia and Trent, claimed 
to be nothing more than “advisory,” which is the main plea by which it 
is attempted to sustain them among the Baptists at this time! Advisory! 
yes, indeed, even to the excommunication of churches from Chistian fel- 
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lowship. The designs of ambition are generally masked under a show 
of moderation and humility. These have been well played off among 
the Baptists until the people are cajoled into the belief of their scriptural and 
apostolic character. e rejoice, however, that in Lunenburg the knell 
has been sounded and the requiem of these antichristian assemblies 
chaunted perhaps forever. ; are 

While sojourning at Bro. Stone’s, in the vicinity of the Fork Meeting 
House, a brother, who heard it, related the following anecdote of the 
“Rev.” John Kerr. This “divine” was “preaching” at a Meeting House 
named Concord, for money, in aid of the Virginia Baptist Seminary. 
His text was, “‘and Paul reasoned of righteousness, and temperance, and 

judgment to come.” He had disposed of righteousness on the day before, 
and on the day following took up the subject of éemperance; and while 
discoursing thereon, confessed that he had robbed God of hundreds, yea, 
of thousands of dollars, which he had spent in liquor; and declared that 
the first thing he should ask when he got to heaven was pardon of Ged 
for having done so!! If this is not blasphemy, what is! Reader! what 
think you ef this “divine’s” knowledge of the gospel, to say nothing of 
his levity, who inculcates the idea of pardon for sins when we get to 
heaven? Js it wonderful that, when the minds of zs converts are en- 
lightened by the ancient gospel, they should discover, that what he taught 
them as the faith of the gospel was nothing but belief of human tradition, 
and that their immersion predicated upon such teaching was not baptism? 
But we forget, this gentleman is an Apostle or a successor to one; for, if 
we believe his word he has seen Jesus Christ with his own eyes, when 
he poured oil upon his leg, and healed him! Perhaps he received a new 
revelation then that men’s sins are pardoned when they get to heaven 
and confess them there!!! 

Brother Shelburn accompanied me to Mecklenburg Court House. We 
spoke to a very attentive audience, composed of students from Randolph 
Macon College, and others. ‘They thought we made the way to heaven 
too easy. We endeavored to show them, however, in the evening, that 
simplicity characterised all God’s institutions; that they should reflect.. 
how easily death, and all our woes were introduced into the world. That 
it was simply by a single act of disobedience, and that as man had lost 
the favor of God so easily, God in the abundance of his goodness de- 
signed that man should regain it with equal facility—by obeying his com- 
mands. See Rom. v. We spoke to them of repentance, showing the 
utter destitution of scripture testimony in support of what is called re- 
pentance by theologians of the schools. 

We addressed the citizens in the ag house at Halifax court 
village. They are inclined to listen here. Dr. Averett showed us much 
politeness, and will at any time iy ge the way for our brethren. From 
this place’ we went to Milton, N. C. and from thence to Danville, Pitt- 
sylvania. At an hour’s notice the citizens collected in good numbers at 
the Masonic Hall. Dr. Baker is the Baptist clergyman here. He has 
a very neat brick “church,” placed very conspicuously upon a hill, with 
a steeple towering above its roof! What will our Baptist friends come 
to next? What with councils, and clergymen, and steepled temples they 
lack but little to rival antichrist in lust of the flesh, the lust of the eye, 
and the pride of life. 

From Halifax to Henry Court House I travelled in company with 
brethren Jeter and Dejernette. "While in the former county we put u 
at the hospitable mansion of a preacher among the O’Kellyites. On 
this occasion = principles were put to the test concerning prayer. We 
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were asked to join in with them in prayer. We stated that prayer was 


the most intimate‘act ef communion that could be performed. That we 
could pray with every one with whom we could break bread. That 

without meaning any offence, we could not fellowship him as a Chris~ 
tian, and therefore, until he obeyed Jesus Christ, we could not consent to 
his practising a deception upon himself with our concurrence. A young 
preacher who was by, began to talk about ducking, &c. but we observed 
that God's institutions Were not to be lightly spoken of; they were sacred, 
He was proceeding to talk about prayer, but we soon restrained his vo- 
lubility by asking him what is prayer? “The breathing of the soul’s 
desires to God.” We explained to him, however, thaf no aspirations 
constituted Christian prayer, unless they were offered by one whose heart 
had been sprinkled from an evil conscience by the blood of Jesus, and 
whose body had been washed with pure water. ‘That all other aspira- 
“tions were the breathings of unclean and uncircumcised lips. It was 
painful to our feelings to be under the necessity of denying the Chris- 
tianity of a preacher of whose hospitality we were partaking; but he 
was a man of understandigeg, and appreciated conscientious scruples. 
We parted excellent friends, with an earnest solicitation on his part for 
us to return that way and proclaim the gospel in his neighborhood. 

When we arrived at Henry Court House, where | also spoke, brethren 
Jeter and Dejernette returned to their respective homes, white I proceeded, 
accompanied by Bro. J. T. Wootton, to visit a few disciples on the top 
of the Blue Ridge on the edge of Floyd. Here, in the midst of moun- 
tain spurs and gaps, we found old Bro. Shortt, a Baptist preacher of forty 

ears standing, but a young disciple of a few weeks old. He assembled 
his neighbors together on the morrow, to hear the words of eternal life. 
We had a goodly number, many of whom seemed to absorb the message 
with open eyes and mouths. tad we but some evangelists who could 
stay some days at a time, both to sow and reap, much might be effected. 
After I left Lunenburg till I returned to Amelia, the ground I labored to 
fallow is entirely new. My tour was one of pioneering. I find that the 
aa 8 are disposed to hear, but the misfortune is we have scarcely any 
in these parts to speak to them. We will hope for better times. 

On our way to Lynchburg we visited the Dunkard settlement at Mag- 
gotty. Before we arrived at the place we overtook a cavalier with whom 
Bro. Wootton entered into conversation. He informed us that he did 
not think much of their preachers, for there was no telling what they 
were. Sometimes they preached Arminianism, sometimes Unitarian- 
ism, sometimes one thing and sometimes another, but that as to their re- 
putation in the neighborhood, they were much esteemed, as the “honest 
Dunkards,” were most honorable in all their transactions, never having 
been known to cheat or overreach any one. Afier he had left us, I ob- 
served to Bro. Wootton, that the doctrine of these “honest Dunkards” 
must be something better than common, for it puzzled the sectarians to 
tell what it was—whether good or bad according to the scripture stand- 
ard; and that, as our doctrine was evil spoken of by the same class of 
critics, we might hope to find some true believers; at all events, honesty 
of life bespoke a pure faith. Not long after, we arrived at Bro. John 
Bowman’s gate. He is “the servant of the church” as he styles himself, 
that is, one of their elders. We found him sitting in his porch, reading 
the scriptures, which, in our estimation, augured much in his favor. In 
answer to our inquiry, he stated that his name was Bowman. We then 
introduced ourselves as Christians, who desired to become acquainted 
with him, that we might know more about the faith and practice of the 
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church to which he belonged. He invited us in, having ordered our horses 
to be taken and “well fed.” He seemed to have a large and well ordered 
family, all of them more or less engaged in. the useful avocations of life. 
Being seated in the porch, we soon found ourselves in familiar and highly 
interesting conversation on the politics of the kingdom of the Great King. 
We had hoped, that ““Campbellism” was a name unknown in this retired 
vale; and that nothing but the name of Christ and his ism, even Chris- 
tianism, was the only schism known here—a schism which separates his 
followers from the world, both sectarian, political, and military. But we 
soon discovered our error, for it was not long before we were introduced 
to some ladies from Richmond, one of whom recognised me by the odious 
appellation of “Campbellite.” Our conversation proceeded in their pre- 
sence, and they soon became convinced, that if proclaiming “repentance 
and baptism in the name of Jesus for the remission of sins” were “Camp- 
bellism” that the inhabitants of the Dunkard settlement were all “Camp- 
bellites.” Indeed, they confessed, that with the exception of trine im- 
mersion, and washing of feet, they saw no difference between us. 

We observed to Bro. Bowman, that in introducing ourselves as Chris- 
tians, we felt that in the present state of the world, some explanation 
was necessary. Taking the New Testament as our rule of faith and 
manners, we conceived that there was but one name by which the disci- 

les of Christ were designated in the apostolic age—that of Christian. 
Whe only sect we claimed relation to, was the sect of the Nazarenes, first 
called by this name at Antioch in Syria; and that, as we nowhere read 
in the sacred writings, of Episcopalian Christians, Presbyterian Chris- 
tians, Roman Catholic Christians, Methodist Christians, Baptist Chris- 
tians, or of any other Christians, with an adjective prefixed to the word, 
we renounced in toto every such appellation as unscriptural, sectarian, 
and therefore, antichristian. If, therefore, he wished to know whether 
we had been cast in the apostolic mould of doctrine, our answer was, that 
we had confessed with our mouth that Jesus is Lord to the glory of God 
the Father, and had been immersed inéo the name of the Father, Son, 
and Spirit, in the name of Jesus, for the remission of sins; and that now, 
having put on Christ, we felt bound by love to God to keep his statutes 
and ordinances even as we hoped to attain to the great recompense of 
reward. 

He then proceeded to give us an account of the faith and manner of 
himself and brethren; and among other things trine immersion, wash- 
ing of feet, bearing arms, and the wearing the beard were mentioned. 
We differed from him as to trine immersion, not so much to the thrice 
dipping, as to the doctrine it involved. We observed that it was mani- 
festly a corruption of baptism, introduced by the Greeks, at the time 
of the Arian and Trinitarian disputes. That baptism is compared by 
the Apostle to a burial or planting, and that as we do not ay a body 
three separate times in the earth, that it may be once buried, or plant corn 
thrice that it may be once planted, so it is not designed that we should 
be buried or immersed in water three times, that we may be once “buried 
with Christ in baptism.” He said that this had occurred to him, but 
then again he thought three immersions were implied in the order to be 
baptised into the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Spirit; and that the figure of a burial or planting indicated the mode and 
not the number of times. Certainly, a person immersed into the name 
of the Father or of the Holy Spirit separately and alone, is not baptised 
into Christ. It requires that we shouid be immersed once into the name 
of the three relations in which Jehovah stands to a believer before he can 
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be baptised. But then the burial relates not to mode only, but to the doc- 
trine founded on the burial of Jesus in the tomb of Joseph. He died for 
sin, and was buried in consequence; and therefore, as we profess to die 
to sin, we must be buried in the similitude of his burial, that we may 
have an ponies of rising in the likeness of his resurrection, to live 
a life as slaves no longer to sin, but as slaves to righteousness. <A rea- 
son suggests itself to my mind why we should not be buried in water 
three times that we may be baptised once—it is this, that if we are sepa- 
rately immersed into the name of the Father, and of the Holy Spirit, we 
may be said to be buried with the Father and buried with the Holy Spirit 
in baptism. Now this is contrary to every thing in the scriptures, for 
neither the Father, nor the Holy Spirit were ever buried in the tomb of 
Joseph; we never read of being buried with the Holy Spirit, but we do 
find the pores “being buried with Christ in baptism,” which is highl 

beautiful and expressive of a real fact. As there was but one burial, then, 
there ought to be but one immersion; and this one immersion is only bap- 
tism when a believer in the festimony of Apostles and Prophets concern- 
ing Jesus the Son of God, and sin-atoning-victim, is the subject of it. 

As to bearing arms, and holding slaves they do neither. We inquired 
upon what principle they declined doing so? Brother Bowman observed 
that they professed to be guided s the scriptures of the New ‘Testament; 
and this ineuleated, that we should not resist the injurious, and that we 
should do unto others ds we would that they should do to us, so that, if 
they obeyed the latter they could not do the former. As to wearing the 
beard, that was left to the choice of the brethren. ‘They did not enforce 
it; but considering it a distinctive mark between man and woman they 
generally preferred doing so. I observed, that for my own part, I had 
no objection to it at all, but rather approved it, being persuaded that God 
would not haye planted it upon the human face had he not designed it to 
be worn there; and that it was nothing else, but an inherent disposition in 
our race to modify God’s handy-works, and to adapt them to a depraved 
taste that suggested the suppression of really one of the noblest of our 
features. 

As to the annexation of persons to the church, he observed, that they 
were required to make the same confession Peter made, and that upon 
this they were baptised. At their reception they were introduced to the 
members, when Matthew xviii. was read and explained to them. The 
“honest Dunkards” are too honest to profess to believe in the fanatical 
notions of the “orthodox” concerning the “operation of the Holy Ghost.” 
They believe that faith is the belief of testimony, and that, if testimony be 
laid before his mind, a man is as able to believe the things contained in 
the scriptures as in any other book. And that, if a man does not believe, 
it is his own fault, and will certainly be condemned. 

The time had now arrived for our departure. Never did we leave any 

lace with so much satisfaction at our visit as the Dunkard settlement, 
in the peaceful vale of Maggetty. We were most hospitably entertained 
and edified, but we could not es sighing when we contrasted in our own 
minds the fine Christian feeling which pervaded the hearth of our Dunk- 
ard brother, and that heartless, formal, frigid profession of the holy reli- 
gion of Jesus, which blights and freezes the soul in tlgose epitomes of the 
world, the cities of our land. We parted with mutual expressions of 
friendship and brotherly kindness, our brother to the bosom of his family, 
and we to the hum of men. é' 

We designed addressing the citizens at Lynchburg when we arrived 
at that place; but found it impracticable on account of a balloon ascension 
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which engrossed all their attention. Should we visit that city again we 
were informed, that the “Reformed Methodists” would lend us their house. 
They had let the Universalists preach there, and they yay crews we were 
no worse than they! At Prince Edward Court House, at Farmville, and 
at Sandy River Church I addressed the citizens. A Methodist preacher 
at Farmville was among our hearers; and since we have left that place, 
we find he has found courage to attempt to do what he dared not before 
our face—to overturn the gospel first proclaimed by Peter, which he and 
his fellow-clergy slander by the name of Campbellism. We suspect 
these “divines” will some day or other be ashamed to look the Apostle 
in the face, should they ever see him sitting upon one of the twelve thrones 
of Israel at the renovation. The citizens of Farmville will know how 
to appreciate such cowardly skirmishers as these. Epiror. 


FOR GENERAL CONSUMPTION. 

Brother A. Graham, of ‘Tennessee, and myself have recently visited 
Greenville, the public site of Butler county. Upon informing the citizens 
that our object was to disabuse the public mind, of erroneous ideas, in 
relation to the proposed reformation, for which we plead—gapplication 
was at once made to the sons of Westminster, or Charles the first, for a 
protective, to cover our heads from nightly dews, whilst we spread before 
the good citizens of the place St. Peter's confession of the faith, made 
at Jerusalem. Acts ii. We were politely informed that the Presbyterians 
met on that evening to supplicate: “Though we could, if we saw proper, 
attend, and take a chance at public opinion.” Accordingly we attended! 
Amid contortion of faces, and groans of the most arousing character, we 
found ourselves situate. (Contortion and groans constitute a full part of 
Alabama theological logic.) After some cunning whispers among the 
fraternity, the ex-officio gentleman politely seated himself by my side, 
and with a dulcet tone, asked, “Are you not a Campbelliée?” ‘Two an- 
swers suggested themselves; first, “thou sayest’—and second, | am a 
Horneiie, a Hedgeite, a Lockite, &e. &c. The latter of which I gave, 
and added, that if receiving ideas from another constituted an i/e 1 was 
many ites, and hoped to be many more; and asked the gentleman, if, 
upon this definition of i/e, he was not willing to become an ite? He, 
with a felicitous smile, said, yes! I had as well declared that there was 
no cause Why sentence of death should not be passed against us, from 
the tribunal of public opinion, as to have answered his question in the 
affirmative. [was forced tothink of acase reported inthe New Economy. 
Matt. xxii. 15-22. However, I advised the gentleman to test the ques- 
tion, “of preach, or not preach,” by publie voice. He arose, and after 
prefacing the question with several expletives, such as, “I expect to ap- 
pear before my God for all the doctrine preached to my congregation,” 
&c. &e. he then put the question in real clerical order, “Does any one 
wish to hear the gent preach?” Col. Wood, a respectable citizen, replied, 
“I do.” [whispered in the holy man’s ear, to put the question formally. 
He did so—every one voted in favor of hearing. Some thought that the 
P brethren arose rather lazily, but perhaps not. J addressed them 
from Matthew xvi. 

We then advertised in the village paper, that we should renew opera- 
tions among them on Lord’s day, and should expect our brethren to at- 
tend and shew cause why sentence of death should be pronounced against 
us from the court of publie opinion. And that if wry Kore not meet and 
investigate the points at issue, we should hold them nd to perpetual 





silence on these subjects. Accordingly, on Lord’s day morning, the P, 
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orator came forward, and without any ceremony took the wooden box alone. 
Afier a solemn sectarian prayer and a few emphatic groans from our 
Methodist folk, (strange sight to see Methodists abetting the cause of the 
Westminster confession of faith!) he proceeded to hand his viands around 
from an old suspended safe! The mess wasdesigned to satiate the hearers 
with a belief that the word of God was a dead letter, and that the spirit 
must resuscitate. In our reply, we alluded to his book from which he 
had addressed them. And the gent, quite confused, replied, “That he 
had intended to name to the congregation that the book was a collation 
and not the Bible!” From that time, the gent’s health became quite too 
bad to permit him to discuss the subject further with us; and of course 
the matter was between him and his physician. 

We, on Lord’s day morning, applied to the Presbyterian head, (the 
preacher) for permission to continue our meetings in his house. He said 
that he was but a licentiate, and therefore, had not power to grant privi- 
leges (look at the opposite—power accompanies ordination—true) but re- 
ferred me to the key-bearer, (not Peter) he said that he was only key- 
bearer, and therefore, could not grant the request. 

The libegal part of the citizens, that is, those who had not taken the 
oath of allegiance to any sectarian government, arose en masse and forth- 
with fitted up the Court House for our reception. At three o'clock Bro. 
Graham, who is a scholar, gentleman, and Christian, addressed a large 
auditory, on the presumptuous pretensions to a special call from God to 
the ministry, as held or contended for, by our modern sectarian preachers— 
many of whom cannot repeat from the books of the Old and New Testa- 
ments from memory!! At the conclusion, we asked for objections—and 
though there were three “specially called” present, yet, none replied. If 
they had contended, we would have demanded proof. Mark xvi. 14-19. 

[ will venture this remark, that if any individual should be so pre- 
sumptuous, twenty-four months from this time, and where the old gospel 
has fen proclaimed, as to declare himself an ambassador for God, that 
the intelligent school boy will (as they should) hiss him. 

A Mr. Oliver, a true hibernian, with some of the hibernicism, and a 
preacher of the Deformed Methodist order, aged about sixty, came for- 
ward with the zeal of an Emit, but not the ———, and instead of reply- 
ing to our arguments, as was expected, he commenced dealing out his 
hibernian ana-tithemi upon me for having departed from the true Cal- 
vinistic Baptist faith, which I first espoused. After laboring the point 
distressingly, he closed by thanking God that my mind had undergone a 
transition from Gillism to Bibleism, &c. &c. There was nothing re- 
markable in the Elder's address save his zeal and effort to arouse Baptist 
prejudice afresh. How far he succeeded the Baptists only know. There 
was a gentleman present who was good enough to inform us, that the 
zealotical orator had himself changed his creed about three times. Bro. 
Graham just suggested that it was unsafe for inmates of glass houses to 
cast stones! 

On Monday Bro. Graham, in a scholar-like manner, defended the new 
translation, published by A. Campbell, from the objections of the critics 
of Sonth Alabama. On this subject he had many checks and drafts dis- 
counted at the institwlion of Thomas Hartwell Horne, M.A. of St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, &c. 

In the afternoon of the same day (being many Baptists present) I ex- 
amined the plea, &e. for identity between John’s office and character as 
a Baptist, and thase who profess to be his guceessors. Inconsistency Ist, 
John baptised for the remission of sine mMiouerns, vecause sins are 














129 


ready forgiven! John never baptised but ene good man, and that not 
under the commission given him by Him that sent him to baptize: bué 
under this commission, “Suffer it to be so now, for thus it becometh us to 
fulfil all righteousness.” Matt. 11.15. | 

2d difficulty. The Baptists neither baptize under the former nor the lat- 
ter commission of John, for the same purpose! 

3d difficulty. The fruits of repentance which John taught, Luke iii. 8, 
are explained by John in his answer to the people’s question, verse 10— 
thus verse 11, “He that hath two coats, let him impart to him that hath 
none; and he that hath meat, let him do likewise,” 12, 13. ‘To the pub- 
licans, he said, “Exact no more than that which is appointed you,” 14. 
To the soldiers, he said, “Do violence to no man, neither ACCUSE any 
falsely; and be content with your wages.” ‘These were John’s fruits 
worthy of repentance, upon which he baptised Jews. During my argu- 
ment { asked, if these successors of John would baptize a poor soldier 
who might say all that John required, and say nothing more? Jo all 
that Jon required and do nothing more? I trow, yes, | know they would 
not. Poor Baptists, they are in a dilemma!! ‘They have chosen John’s 
preparatory economy, which he said must decrease, and they have so 
abused it, that if he (John) were on earth, he would not fraternize with 
them. They have rejected the spiritual economy of Jesus Christ, which 
John said must increase, and which as expounded (not by the D.D. of 
modern times but by the Apostle Peter, Acts il. requires not to give coats 
and meat, &e.) but truth, hearing, believing, repentance, immersion, the 
rift of the Holy Spirit, a godly life, in order to an admittance into the 
everlasting kingdom of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ. There 
were two queries presented in writing and one verbal. 

Ist. What are your views on the ‘Trinity?’ Judge Lane. 

Answer, by Bro. Graham. The Bible says as much about Alexander 
Selkirk and the island of Juan Fernandes, as about Trinity—but know- 
ing what is intended I will thus reply, &c. Ke. Ke. 

The Lrish preacher, took exceptions at the reply, because said he, “The 
gentleman has only adduced scripture argument—which said he, we could 
have collated for ourselves!! (Here is the preachers logic—A is due me 
ten pounds—he offers to discharge it with cont currency. No, I reply, 
I can obtain money by trade or labor, therefore, I will not receive your 
tender! ) 

2d query. If the Apostles were commanded to preach and baptize and 
there are none “called” to succeed them, why do you (reformers) baptize? 
Dr. Cook. 

We showed that the sundry gifts bestowed on the church were for the 
perfecting of the saints for the work of the ministry; and even some 
who were not Apostles immersed, during the Apostles’ day, &c. &c. &e. 

Many other incidents occurred, but we must close. 

The Editor of the place, as well as at Haynville has given us space 
in his paper. 

I have subscribed for 600 copies of the Christian Baptist—just received 
a box—Reformation is progressing— Antichrist is mad, but he has had 
his reign, and should without wrinkle give way to his new successors, 
the Apostles of Jesus Christ. 

This is your property. 


In haste, 
May heaven bless you. 


J. A. Buruerr. 
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RE-IMMERSION. 
‘‘SUSAN” AND BROTHER A. CAMPBELL. 

‘We have always said, and we say it again, that persons who were 
immersed without faith (‘the belief of testimony,’ Bro. Campbell’s own 
definition) in Jesus as the Messiah, on believing should be immersed into 
his death. ‘THEY DIFFER NOTHING FROM IMMERSED INFANTS. And if a 
person has been immersed solely into his own experience or conceit, in- 
stead of into Christ, as we believe sometimes happens—then, indeed, as 
respects Christian immersion, that person is as one unimmersed.” A. 
Campbell, Mill. Harb. No. 9, vol. vi. p. 420. 

In the Millenial Harbinger, just come to hand, two articles appear, 
intitled “Re-Immersion.” The one purports to be from a correspondent 
in Eastern Virginia, which subscribes ttself “Susan.” The signature, 
however, I suspect, is hermaphroditish; being the name of a woman sub- 
scribed by a man. So anxious is this writer to veil itself, that it has 
wven initialized its domicile. The masculinity of the style, however, 
reveals the man through the name of a woman; and the initial of his 
residence declares, that he lives in Fredericksburg, Va. With the best 
feeling, we would advise Mr. Susan, when he has so grave a charge, as 
his letter contains, to make against any one, be he friend or foe, for the 
future, to come out manfully, and in the face of day prefer his accusa- 
tion. Being the first offence, we shall pass it by with this admonition. 
His letter occupies nearly a page of the Harbinger, in brevier. I would 
willingly transfer it to these pages, but being cramped for room, I must 
confine myself to the following extracts, which will be found to contain 
the pith and marrow of his communication stripped of all irrelative ap- 
pendages. Ido this the more readily, as the readers of the Advocate for 
the most part have free access to the Harbinger, where they can peruse 
both documents in detail. 

Extracts to wit:—“‘Dr. Thomas has been preaching and practising 
re-immersion—Bro. Anderson has declared he was yet in his sins, and 
went to Dr. Thomas to be immersed for the remission of sins—this has 
greatly scandalised the cause of reformation—I believe several of the 
deacons of the Richmond church have been re-immersed; for I am ¢old 
that the Doctor has published it to the world.” The letter professes to 
have been written at the request of “several sisters,” who, instead of 
applying to the scriptures, commissioned Mr. Susan, to ask Bro. Camp- 
bell’s “advice.” The following is their case, concerning which we are 
surprised to find them under the necessity of asking “advice.” - “When 
we were immersed and joined the church in F , we believed in Jesus 
as the only(!) Son of God and the only Saviour of the world, and con- 
cluded that we had the remission of our sins through faith in his blood, 
and were desirous of being buried with him, and of rising with him; 
but did not understand baptism as for the remission of sins, or as a sign 
and pledge from God of our pardon.” ‘They express themselves as very 
fearful of “nullifying” their “profession,” and “in one word” sum up the 
whole by putting this question—“Have we any authority from the New 
Testament to be immersed because of our education, and could we now 
come to the water with any assurance that baptism would be to us what 
it was to the Pentecostian converts?” 

This letter, which phraseologically is sarcastic, in effect, charges me 
with re-baptising the baptised—-a charge which I repel as unfounded. 1 
admit that I have baptised the immersed, and continue to do so still; but 
cannot the readers of the New Testament discern the difference between 
an immersed and baptised person? If they cannot, then with them I 
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have no fellowship as Christians; for with doctrinaires of such a mould, 
who maintain that water washes away sin, I cannot fraternize. The 
scripture teaches “baptism” and not water “for the remission of sins;” 
this is what I contend for, and what | preach to the immersed and un- 
immersed. ; 

But what surprises me more than any thing else, is, that Bro. Camp- 
bell, upon such vague testimony as “Susan’s,” should have penned the 
second article, which contains his reply to this writer. Mr. Susan says 
he believes so and so, because he was told it! Is he in the custom of be- 
lieving every thing he is told?) To believe what is told us without ex- 
amination is credulity; Susan has credulously received a report, and our 
beloved brother C. has credulously adopted it. I ask Mr. Susan, did he 
ever read in the pages of the Advocate, with his own eyes, or hear from 
my own lips, with his own ears, that I “preached up re-imnfersion to the 
citizens of the kingdom of Jesus Christ, for the remission of sins?” I 
ask brother C. did Ae ever? I unhesitatingly affirm, that there lives not 
the man, the woman, or the child, that ever heard or read such a senti- 
ment from my lips or pen. If there be such a person living, let him 
come forward and not only affirm, but aé/est, the charge. 

The sentiment I have quoted is the basis of brother C’s “reply.” The 
whole article, as far as relates to me and brother Anderson, may be re- 
solved as follows:—into mere fabrication, an appeal to the prejudices of 
the reader—and an intire accordance, on the part of brother Campbell, 
with the veal sentiment we hold. The following are extracts from the 
“reply” with our notes appended. 

“It was with no ordinary feelings of regret and mortification too, that 
I saw, a few weeks since, an intimation in the ‘Apostolic Advocate,’ to 
the church in Baltimore, that they ought to re-immerse all who came over 
to them from the Baptists.” 

Now I would defer, that I do not say that @// the Baptists ought to be 
re-inumersed, but that the mass—the 999 in a L00O—of them should. My 
words are these, that “in nine hundred and ninety-nine cases out of one 
thousand members of popular Baptist churches both confession and re- 
immersion are necessary for their admission into the church of Christ.” 
I then illustrated this sentiment by the case of Michael Quin, published 
in the Religious Herald, under the sanctionof Baptist orthodoxy. Again, 
my words are, ‘The Apostle exhorts us to ‘examine ourselves whether 
we be in the faith: —let us do it, therefore, even if it should bring us to 
the conviction that we ought all to be re-immersed that we may be for 
once baptised. If we are wrong at the foundation all the rest is a mere 
rope of sand. My conviction is, that all among us, who have not been 
immersed upon the confession that Jesus is the Christ, and who did not 
understandingly appreciate the value of his blood had better be re-im- 
mersed upon that confession—and that all, from this time forth, who may 
wish to join us from the Baptist denomination (a few excepted, who can 
Show just and scriptural cause for exception) be required to make an in- 
telligent confession, and to be re-immersed.” Ap. Adv. p. 66-7, vol. 2. 
But I must not forget that our brother C. calls these passages “an inti- 
mation” of the re-immersion of a//. Well, then, we will discharge my 
intimation, and contemplate a few from the “reply,” and see if our brother 


does not come to the same conclusion substantially. “That the Baptists. 


are greatly degenerate,” says he, “and fast immersing themselves into 
the popular errors of this age, I am sorry to confess is my sincere con- 


Vietion in the presence of God; but among these hundreds of thousands, | 
there are some tens that have not bowed the knee to the image of Baal,’ 
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and are as worthy citizens of the kingdom of the Messiah as any of our 
brethren,” p.418. This passage is rather ambiguously expressed. Does 
brother C. mean ten units, or ten thousands; if the former, then I see 
very little difference in our conclusions; for as 1 : 1000 :: 10 to 10,000; so, 
as 10: 100,000 :: 50 to 500,000 the average number of Baptists in Ame- 
rica. How many tens we are not informed; therefore, we must leave the 
reader to his own calculations, how many really baptised persons there 
are in the whole denomination. The others are all Baal worshippers, 
as brother C. truly intimates; but how the tens can be “as worthy citi- 
zens of the kingdom of the Messiah as any of our brethren,” seeing they 
continue in the midst of the Baalites, and by their presence, sanctioning 
their will-worship, I am at a loss to conceive, unless the vast majority of 
mur brethren, bring forth no better fruits than they; which I fear comes 
nearer the fact. 

The third paragraph is constructed on the presumption that we contend 
for the re-immersion of every Baptist. This having been shown to be 
a mistake, needs no further remark. I believe with brother Campbell, 
that the remnant of true believers in this age of the apostacy “did not 
commence either in 1827, 1823, or 1809;” and I believe too, that a very 
few of them are to be found among the “worshippers of Baal;” there 
were but 7000 who had not bowed the knee to him in @ whole nation; 
but eight persons, too, out of @ whole world, that had not corrupted the 
way of Jehovah, and I believe that the proportion of the faithful who 
shall be on the earth will not wonderfully surpass these when the Lord 
comes. Having no resentment against the Baptists to gragify, for per- 
sonally I am-not aware they have harmed, though they have slandered 
me, re-immersing their converts by way of reprisals would be the last act 
of which | would be guilty. What! pervert the sin-purifying-institution 
of the gospel to purposes of resentment! Base indeed, must be that mind 
that would have recourse to such an expedient. We “reprove, rebuke, 
and exhort” them, fgr their good; not that we may bring them back to 
the “knowledge, zeal, or purity of their fathers,” but to the word of God, 
and to the practice of apostolic truth and holiness. 

Again, “Some few persons in this country, have under the impulse of 
their new discoveries, been re-immersed; but they generally were im- 
mersed at night, or in-secret. But in the ardor of our young brethren in 
Virginia, and in their zeal for truth, they have not only re-immersed in 
open day, but published to the world the prevalence of these ultraisms, 
and registered the converts.” ' 

“T need not tell you,” continues brother C. “that I have not only a very 
great esteem for brother Thomas and brother Albert Anderson, but a 
most ardent affection for them; but had they made these bold, and, at best, 
doubtless measures, matters of privacy, I could not have been induced 
either to have inserted your letter or to have published. this reply to it. 
But much as I love and esteem these brethren, | esteem and love the 
twelve Apostles and the cause of my Lord and Master more; and there- 
fore, 1 must say, that the preaching up of re-immersion to the citizens 
of the kingdom of Jesus Christ, for the remission of their sins, is wholly 
ultra our views Of reformation; and in our judgment, wholly unautho- 
rised by the New Testament.” So it is. 

These two paragraphs I chiefly complain of; first, as appealing to the 
prejudices of the reader; and second, as containing an allegation entirely 
unfounded. I am persuaded it was unintentional on brother C’s part, 
still the effect will be the same: and there are numbers who will readily 
believe it, and many to regret should it prove untrue, I thank him for 
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his expressions of esteem and affection; I know it is ope awe He has 
proved it by actions; and I am sure had brother C. only taken the trouble 
to write to me privately to. know the truth of the charge, he would not, 
when he had received my reply, have permitted either “Susan” or his 
“reply” to have seen the light. Susan should have pursued the same 
course; but I regret that both she and brother C. have taken up the charge, 
as people generally assume their religion, upon the vague rumor of the 
ere eo rah multitude. Brother C. is too good a judge of human nature 
not to know, that to append the terms “young” and “ardent” to the au- 
thor of an argument or a practice is to detract nine-tenths of its cogency, 
and to render the action contemptible. These are the effects produced 
upon the minds of the multitude; especially, upon those who imagine 
that no one can know any thing as he ought in relation to the religion 
of Christ unless his face be wrinkled, or his locks frosted by age. There 
might be some truth in this, did we not know that it is out of the mouth 
of babes and sucklings God has procured praise, and that it is by close 
application and study of the word of the living One, that excellence in 
the knowledge of supernal affairs is to be attained. It is freely admitted, 
that the elder of us has but numbered three years since hegwas born into 
the kingdom; but if an argument be good should this weaken it—should 
this consideration detract from its cogency? If we have erred, convince 
us by argument; but do not attempt to weaken our position by insinu- 
ating the hot headedness of our youth. We ask no favors of friend, 
brother, or opponent, but claim that argument shall be opposed to argu- 
ment, reason to reason, and proof to proof. Again, we wish it to be 
known, that in all things it is our intention to act openly, and in the face 
of day. If it is right to re-immerse privately and by night, it is equally 
so to do it publicly and by day; that is, if it may be done at all it ought 
to be done openly; and if a necessity exist for re-immersion it ought to 
be made known for the information and consideration of others. I a 

that the “notion of re-baptism is wholly out of the Record” in all cases 
except one, Acts xix. With the exception of this case so is re-immer- 
sion. There is but “one baptism,” and that ought not to be repeated. It 
is for the “one baptism” I contend in opposition to the many immersions 
of the sects—the Greeks, Russians, Baptists, Mormons, &c. _ &e. 

DITOR. 


REFORMATION, 
Richmond, September 19, 1835. 

Dear Broruer Campsect,—lIn the foregoing article I have confined 
myself to a running criticism upon “Susan” and your “reply.” 1 have 
done it in the finest humor, and in the best feeling. I am obliged to com- 
mend myself, lest the spirit of my remarks should be misinterpreted. I 
am not unconscious of an apparent “bitterness and severity” of style, 
which my opponents are very glad to lay hold of, as real, to my disad- 
vantage. It is but apparent however; for I can poser 4 and in the pre- 
sence of the All-Seeing Eye, affirm that I have no bitter feelings, no notan 
atom of animosity in my heart against a single member of the human 
family. I make this remark, lest an expression should have escaped me, 
that may seem like resentment. ; I am aware that what might seem v 
mild and conciliatory to me, might appear “harsh” to one of a differen 
temperament. I disclaim, therefore, every thing of this sort; and 
you will just receive it in the spirit of the intention. This is one item 
of reformation, to confess our faults and forsake them. 

In the document alluded to I have denied the charge in the general, bus 
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I have not descended to particulars. I shall now, therefore, detail to you 
and my readers, the views | hold, and leave you to judge of their ac- 
cordance with the scripture. 
Just before our Royal Master ascended to the right hand of God, he gave 
a commission to the eleven Apostles, the witnesses of his resurrection. 
The four writers of testimonies concerning Jesus, give different versions 
of this commission, but all of them agree in this, that the business of 
; making known the way in which mankind might obtain remission of sins 
i was intrusted to them. ‘Two of these writers record the means by which 
remission or pardon may be enjoyed; a fourth the effects of their adop- 
tion. Matthew says he told them to “go and convert or disciple the na- 
tions;” and tells us how—by “baptising them into the name of the Fa- 
ther,” &. This writer says aeling about faith, for this simple rea- 
son—because it is impiied in the word dbaptising. But Mark does, to 
show that without faith condemnation awaits us. He says, ‘““He who , 
shall believe and be baptised, shall be saved” or pardoned; “but he that 
shall not believe shall be condemned,” showing that immersion without 
faith is nugatory. Luke differs from both, phraseologizing the commis- 
sion (if | mayso express myself,) by recording the effect of belief which 
is repentance, and of baptism, which is the remission of sins—to wit: 
“Thus it is written, and thus it behoved the Messiah to suffer, and to 
rise from the dead the third day; and that reformation, and the remission | 
; of sins, should be proclaimed in his name among all nations, beginning 
4 at Jerusalem.” 
4 To understand the meaning of repentance in this place, and its depen- 
dance upon faith, I am in the custom of listening to Peter on Pentecost, ; 
and at the house of Cornelius, and to Paul at Athens, Ephesus, or Co- i 
rinth. I prefer attending the lectures of these two Apostles, because the 
one was the Apostle to the uncircumcison, the other to the circumcision, 
who together, constituted the entire population of the Roman world. | 
do not forget to call in history to my aid, that I may learn the actual 
state of these classes of men at the time when the gospel or reformation 
was first announced. This is necessary in order to learn what they were 
to repent of, or reform from; and, by knowing the gospel, it is easy to tell 
what they were immediately to do. 
i ¢ Well then to the Jew first and then to the Gentile we will go. When 
4 John the Baptist began to proclaim “the baptism of repentance for the 
remission of sins” all classes of Jews had forsaken the law of the Lord, 
and had corrupted the institutions of Moses. This ag, sd state of 
things had been superinduced by the introduction into the Jewish Eco- 
nomy of a class of ren unauthorised by God, and unknown to the na- 
tion before the Babylonish captivity. These “clergymen” were styled 
“Seribes, Pharisees, and Lawyers,” whom our Saviour so severely de- 
nounced as a race of vipers, hypocrites, devourers of widows’ houses, 
whited sepulchres, &c. ‘They had made of none effect the word of God 
by their traditions, so that it was in vain that they and the people wor- 
shipped God, as all their worship was the mere observance of the com- 
mandments of men. The minds of the people thus perverted by the 
2 Jewish clergy, were blinded and their hearts hardened, so that, having 
i: no relish for the truth, seeing they did not perceive, and hearing they did 
| not understand. Their morals were likewise depraved, and violence and 
| extortion filled the land. When multitudés of these characters flocked 
to John, and asked him what they were to do—did he command them to 
j beat their breast and cry as an eviction of “sorrow for sin?’ “Bring 
forth the proper fruits of reformation,” said he. “Let him that has two 
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coats impart to him that has none; and let him that has victuals do the 
same. Exact no more than what is appointed you. Injure no man, 
either by violence, or false accusation, and be content with your allow- 
ance.” The proper fruits of reformation, then, were good actions flow- 
ing from a belief of those things announced by John. 

But to the long catalogue of crimes that might be exhibited against the 
nation, the Jews superadded the climax to their wickedness, by rejecting 
Him whom God had sent to them, and putting ham to death. The re- 
pentance for sins which the Apostles proclaimed, had respect to the murder 
of Jesus, which John’s proclamation in the nature of things could have 
had no regard to. The ree by the Apostles, as the instruments of the 
Holy Spirit, were to be convinced of sin, because they believed not on 
Jesus, but put him to death. ‘They were so convinced on the day of 
Pentecost, by Peter. And what were they todo? They were to repent. 
But some may say they did repent, and in ei NS of repentance, 
exclaimed men and brethren what shall we do? But, not so. This in- 
quiry was the result of conviction and not of repentance; for “when they 
heard these things (see the foregoing part of Acts i.) they were pierced 
to the heart, and said to Peter, &c. what shall we do? They were com- 
manded to repent or reform. How were they todothis? By being bap- 
tised, as Matthew records, in the name of Him whom they had mur- 
dered. This command, they who received it with readiness obeyed that 
very day. It is therefore obvious, that the way in which these Jews 
returned to God from straying after human tradition, was by imme- 
diately putting themselves under the authority of Jesus Christ, whom 
God had appointed a Prince and Saviour to give reformation to Israel 
and the remission of sins. And this was by being baptised into his 
name. This was the first proper fruit of reformation. 

Let us now accompany Paul to Athens. Standing in the middle of 
the Areopagus, and surrounded by epicurean and stoic philosophers, and 
in the presence of the archons of a city “exceedingly addicted to the wor- 
ship of demons” what is the burden of his proclamation? Reformation 
towards God and faith in Jesus. Hear him then in an assembly of pa- 
gans, wholly devoted to human tradition, reason with them on the ab- 
surdity of idolatry, on their dependance wpon one God for life, and breath, 
and all things, calling upon them to reform towards God, unknown in- 
deed to them before, but now declaring his willingness to look over the 
past, and announcing Jesus as the righteous judge of the world;—what 
astonishing demands these on the faith of pagans, that they were to for- 
sake their gods, their philosophy, and their wisdom, in which they prided 
themselves, and to return to the unknown God now heralded to them b 
a wandering Jew! They Aeard, and what was the result? As there 
was but one proclamation, those who were convinced by what they heard, 
did what other pagans did, namely, were baptised; thus it was affirmed 
of the Corinthians, that “hearing, they believed, and were baptised.” 
Some of the Athenians jested, but others consorted with Paul. Refor- 
mation, then, in relation to a pagan, was to renounce idolatry, and im- 
mediately to be baptised. This was its first proper fruit, and evinced 
reformation towards God, and faith in Jesus Christ. 

As Cornelius was a circumcised Gentile, a distourse on the treasona- 
bleness of idolatry would have been out of place. Hence his reforma 
tion did not imply renunciation of the gods, any more than that of the 
Jew. It evinced itself, however, in the same way, namely, by being 
baptised. This event gave rise to that passage in Acts xi. where it says, 
‘and they glorified God, saying, God has, then, given to the Gentiles aoe, 
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reformation to life;” and in the 5th there is one like it in’ relation to the 
Jew, namely, “‘Him has God exalted at his right hand a Prince and a 
Saviour, to give reformation to Israel, and remission of sins.” In these 
, then, reformation is said to be given to both Jew and Gentile. 
ow is this some may say? Llexplainitthus. Faith, reformation, bap- 
tism, religion, &c. are terms expressive of things rendered necessary, be- 
cause of man’s having fallen from God’s favor by breaking his laws. 
Man is the offender, the party offended; and as God is man’s su- 
me in every respect, it is for God, and not man, to dictate how the 
reach shall be healed up. Whatever appointments God makes, then, 
according to which he will receive man into his favor, are his gi/is to 
man. In this sense, every thing pertaining to the several dispensations 
of true religion since time began is the gift of God. Whether it be Je- 
sus, the facts of his life, death, burial, resurrection, the testimony con- 
cerning these, reformation, baptism, remission of sins, things necessary 
for life and godliness, &c. all, m this sense, are the gift of God. Refor- 
mation is God’s appointment. ‘There is but one way of repenting to- 
wards God acceptably; and that is by doing what he has commanded. 
The first act of reformation is to be baptised into Christ. A Jew might 
have beat his breast like the publican, and have called upon God all day 
to have had mercy upon him; he might have sold all his goods and have 
distributed to the poor; he might have done any thing else that suggested 
itself to his mind as good and evidential of repentance; but all this, after 
the day of Pentecost, would have availed him nothing, as the fruits of 
reformation. A Gentile might have renounced idolatry, and afierwards 
have led a very moral life, he might have patronised the Christians and 
have defended them from the rage of their persecutors; but all this would 
have availed him nothing as repentance towards God. And why? Be- 
cause God has not required it at their hands. God has set up the standard 
of reformation; he has given or appointed the way, and to this we must 
conform if we would obtain his approval. Reformation implies baptism, 
and baptism the remission of sins; so that “he who shall believe and be 
baptised shall be saved,” or pardoned. A baptised person in the Apos- 
tles’ days was a reformed person in the scripture sense of reformation. 
When God, therefore, is said to have given reformatin to the Gentiles 
also, it means, that he had permitted them to enjoy the same privileges 
as the Jews, upon the same terms, namely, by being baptised into Christ. 
But in ancient days some who had reformed towards God, fell into 
grievous offences. How then, say some, were they forgiven; by being 
re-baptised? The question, as well as the practice, under such circum- 
stances, would fully denote the ignorance of the scriptures by all con- 
cerned. There are two institutions for the remission of sins, appointed 
in relation to aliens and citizens—the world and the Christians. For 
aliens, the one is baptism into Jesus Christ—for citizens, confession. 
The Avostle John says, “if we confess our sins, he (God) is faithful and 
just to forgive our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” 1 
.i.9. And again, “if any one has sinned, we (Christians) have an 
vocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the Just One. And he is a pro 
itiation for our sins,” ch. ii. 1. 
The conclusion from the whole is this, that in the days of the A 
tles, God caused a poveennenet to be made to all the inhabitants of the 
Roman empire, calling upon. them to abandon the tradition of men, and 


to return to him from whom they had departed; and that every one who 
the call submitted to Jesus Christ the future Monarch of the 
world, by being buried with him in baptism. That every one who was 
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so buried was ned, acne into God’s family, and made an heir of 
endless life, and none else. ‘That such persons had reformed witha godly 
reformation; and that for them the institution of confession was appointed 
if they should commit sin. 

Thus much then for the present, concerning the reformation of ancient 
days. In my next, I shall consider it in relation to the times in which 
we live. The insertion of this and the preceding article in the Harbin- 
ger will much oblige your sincere and affectionate brother in the hope of 
a glorious and never-ending-life. Joun THomas,. 

P. S.—Allow me to direct your attention to the communication signed 
Sarah Agnes Selden. I would submit to your candor, that “the joy of 
enthusiasm” is not the joy of this sister, who has put off the Baptist gos- 

| to put on Jesus Christ; but rather an instance, similar to those re- 


when they “rejoiced and glorified the word of the Lord” on hearin 
proclamation of “salvation to the ends of the earth.” Such are the 
timate fruits of the gospel of Christ; but anguish, and doudt, and sore 
distress, the common characteristics of the spurious gospels of the day; 
upon which the Apostle Paul has pronounced a most awful malediction. 
Gal. i. 6-10. J. T. 


e 


corded in the New Testament, where “the disciples were filled with oll 
5 


CORRESPON DENCE. 


Orange Springs, Va. Sept. 10, 1835. 

BetovepD Brorner THomas,—Although I have but a slight personal 
acquaintance with you, yet I have a very great desire to gee you, and as 
that cannot at present be, I am almost irresistibly compelled to write to 
ou, because of the love I now have for those glorious truths you so fear- 
leiaty and zealously advocate. I no longer wonder at your manner of 
writing, | only wonder how any one who understands and cordially em- 
braces the unadulterated word of God, can be silent, while that word is 
so mutilated and perverted as it now is. If ever | was tempted to regret 
being a woman, it is now that I in some degree, understand and rejoice 
in the beauty and simplicity of the gospel, I long to sound it abroad, if 
perchance [ might be the means of persuading even one to obey the gos- 
pel; but that word by which I trust I shall be henceforth governed, bids 
me be silent, therefore 1 must submit, how great soever the cross may be. 
I do not know but it may appear too forward in me, situated as | am, to 
take the liberty of writing to you, but you who also greatly rejoice in the 
truth will excuse me. I can scarcely think or write of any thing else, 
than the forbearance and love of God, in watching over and leading me 
safely through all the sorrows and vicissitudes of my past life, and has 
given me time and an inclination to understand his will and do it. I 
therefore, do greatly rejoice, and feel disposed to say with David, “Bless 
the Lord, oh my soul, and all that is within me, bless his holy name;” 
but that you may the better know my cause of joy, it will be well for me 
to give you some idea of the great change that has lately taken place in 
my views and practice. For nine years past I have been a sectarian of 
the Baptist stamp, and fought stoutly under this banner against you, and 
all others who contend for the Bible alone; for this purpose, when I left 
Richmond the last spring for this place, I thought it would be both pru- 
dent and necessary for me to prepare myself (during my intermediate stay 
with my brother in Hanover county) by collecting and combining my 
scattered forces, arms, and amunitions, and have them in readiness, that 
I might be at least able to defend myself (for I could not expect to tri- 











138 


umph or conquer) a the formidable attack which I knew I should 
meet with from my brother-in-law, Albert Anderson, with whom I ex- 
pected to spend some time. I therefore, commenced reading, as the best 
raeans of support, the Acts of Apostles, with a slip of paper upon which 
I wrote down every thing which I thought was in the least opposed to 
the reformation, but as I went along [ met with so many things that had 
never struck me as being obviously in favor of it, that my sense of jus- 
tice would not permit me to pass them unnoticed, so I set them down 
also. But I soon found to my great surprise that I had chosen the 
wrong boat for my strength—instead of increasing I daily weakened. 
And I had not proceeded farther than the 6th chapter of Romans, before 
my armor wherein I trusted failed me, and | was taken captive by the 
word of truth, in regard to one of the prominent features of the gospel, 
that is, that a burial or remission of sins takes place in baptism, for St. 
ie speaks so often in this letter of a death to sin, and represents the 
body of sins as dead; and as in the natural world wherever there is a 
death there must be a burial, so thought I, this dead body of sins ought 
to be buried or “put off.’ And where, I asked myself, is it to be buried? 
and for my life | could find no other than the water or liquid grave, and 
was the more convinced of this from the burial of baptism being so closely 
connected with this death to sin in the above mentioned chapter; and as 
I was about the same time convinced of the duty and privilege of the 
disciples to shew forth the Lord’s death every Lord’s day, it only re- 
mained for me to be made sensible that the Holy Spirit operated on us 
only through the word, and my opposition to this grew less and less for- 
midable, as my perception of divine things grew clearer, and it soon va- 
nished away. 

Being thus fully convinced that remission of sins was connected with 
baptism, | first, as the natural consequence, began to look at my own 
immersion, and try it by the word of God. And if, thought I, Christ 
has ordained but the “one baptism,” and that for remission of sins, [ 
have never been thus baptised, for | was immersed in 1826, upon giving 
what was termed a CurisTIAN experience, in which I professed to have 
had my sins forgiven. And as I could find no baptism in the Bible for 
those whose sins had been already remitted, this I concluded must be an 
institution of man, and for thus submitting to an ordinance of man, in- 
stead of obeying the plain command of God, I found myself guilty, and 
feeling almost overwhelmed with gratitude to the Lord, for thus sparing 
me to see it, I heartily repented of it, and went forward joyfully, the 
same evening, and was baptised by brother Albert Anderson, for the re- 
mission of sins. My sister, brother A’s wife, was re-immersed the same 
evening. And thus have I been truly caught in the net I was spreading 
for others, but [ am a willing captive; yea, | would not exchange the 
pure happiness I have eo since | obeyed the Lord, for the encomia 
or praises of the world. Another of the many reasons that urged my 
re-immersion was, that, as | knew it was only by faith in God’s word, 
or believing what he says he will do, that we receive any blessing through 
obedience, my first immersion could have been of no avail to me, since 
ao far from then having faith in that word, which says our sins should 
be remitted in baptism, I verily thought it was an untruth, judging from 
my own PEELINGs; that is, I did not think it meant what was said; but 
if God does not mean what he says, how shall we knew whether any 
will get to heaven, or any dwell in torment. As to the common saying, 
that our belief of that word now, will render our first immersion valid, 
it is to me guite absurd: as well might I say that my faith now in Jesus 
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as the Messiah would render any pore or act of mine done years ago 
acceptable to God. Now, seeing how great a’deliverance I have met 
with, do you wonder at my joy! Idare say you will rather rejoice with 
me. Oh, that I may henceforth live to the honor and glory of my Sa- 
viour, seeing he has borne so long with my rebellion. I feel indeed as 
if it was a fresh manifestation of his love, which I can never in this | 
world fully appreciate. But | fear I have too long transgressed on your Ne 
time and patience—do pardon me if I have, from the considerations that 
it is all so new and beautiful to me, and my heart being filled with it, I 
can but speak it forth, and if | may judge from your writing you still 
retain the warmth of your first love, I therefore write the more freely to 
you, but fear you will have some difficulty in reading it. 

May you be strengthened daily in body and mind, and still fight va- 
liantly for the Lord, and may the good cause prosper, is my ardent de- 
sire. I expect to connect myself with a reforming congregation in a few 
days, although I am as yet considered a member of the Second Baptist 
Church, Richmond; I have given them an account of my re-immersion, 
and expect to be excommunicated, but care for none of these things, so 
that I may be approved of God. 

Yours, in the hope of the gospel, 
Saran AGNes SELDEN. 


TRE 


Louisa, August 14, 1835. 

Dean Broruer THomas,—Having returned from the co-operation 
meeting of the, disciples, held in Caroline, on the 9th and 10th of this 
month; I have set down to inform you of some things that transpired. 

I had the pleasure of meeting with many intelligent brethren, and of 

forming an acquaintance with brother Henshall, of Baltimore. 1 think 
it probable he will labor in Caroline and some of the adjoining counties, 
) as an evangelist; and from a slight acquaintance, I should suppose he is 
5 well qualified. Brethren Henley, Duval, and Albert and Henry Ander- 
son, who labor in the gospel, were also present, and as the fruit of their 
labors, immersed five persons for remission. 

But what gives me more concern than any thing else, in regard to the 
meeting, were the fears expressed by some of the brethren, that brother 
Anderson’s re-immersion would produce schism! This appears strange 
to me, because brother Anderson declares it to be his determination not 
to preach any thing but the truth, and as to his re-immersion, he has cer- 
tainly done no more than every one should do; who had not faith in the 
blood of Jesus, at his first immersion. In short, | was sorry to discover 
shyness, and some little disrespect on the part of some, towards this zea- 
lous and much devoted brother to the truth. But in conversation upon 
the subject of his re-immersion he was certainly triumphant. Indeed he 
reminded me of Sampson with the pests of Gaza. 

We have immersed four persons 1n this neighborhood within ten days 
for remission, and to-morrow (God willing) we shall immerse three others. 

I will not, at this time, further tax your patience. 
Believe me to be yours in the hope of immortality, 
Jas. M. Baapy. 
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THE WORD BAPTISM CONTAINS TWO IDEAS. 

An abridged extract from Robinson’s History of Baptism. ¢ 
_ “Whether John baptised by pouring on water, or by bathing in water, 
is to be determined chiefly, though not wholly, by ascertaining the pre- 
cise meaning of the word baptize. A linguist determines himself by 
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his own knowl of the Greek language, and an illiterate man by the 
best evidence he on sbetin from the testimony of others, whom, 03 his 
condition he is obliged to trust. To the latter it is sufficient to observe, 
that the word is confessedly Greek, that native Greeks must understand 
their own language better than foreigners, and that they have always 
understood the word baptism to signify dipping; they have always ba 
tised, and do yet baptize, by immersion. This is an authority for the 
meaning of the word baptize infinitely preferable to that of European 
Lexicographers; so that a man, who is obliged to trust human testimony, 
and who baptizes by immersion, because the Greeks do, understands a 
Greek word exactly as the Greeks themselves understand it; and in this 
case the Greeks are unexceptionable guides, and their practice is, in this 
instance, safe ground of action. 

“The English translators did not translate the word baptize; and they 
acted wiselu, for there is no one word in the English language, which is 
an exact counterpart of the Greek word as the New Testament uses it, 
containing the precise ideas of the Evangelists neither less nor more. 
The difficulty, or rather the excellence of the word is, that it contains Two 
iDeas inclusive of the whole doctrine of baptism. Baptize is a dyer’s 
word, and signifies to dip so as to color. Such as render the word dip, 
give one true idea, but the word stood for two, and one is wanting in this 
rendering. This defect is in the German Testament, Matthew iii. 1. 
In those days came John der tauffer, John the dipper; and the Dutch, 
in those days came John een dooper, John the dipper. 

“This is the truth, but it is not the whole truth. The Saxon Testa- 
ment adds another idea by naming the administrator John se fulluhtere, 
John the fuller. The Islandick languages translates baptism skirn scour- 
ing. These convey two ideas, cleansing by washing, but neither do 
these accurately express the two ideas of the Greek baptize. Jesus was 
baptised in Jordan, but he was not cleansed from any moral or ceremo- 
nial turpitude by it, nor was any repentance mixed with his baptism. 
The word then conveys two ideas, the one literal dipping, the other figu- 
rative coloring, a figure, however, expressive of a real fact; meaning that 
John by bathing persons in the river Jordan conferred a character, a mo- 
ral hue, as dyers by dipping in a dying vat set a tinct or color; John by 
baptism discriminating the disciples well-disposed for the Messiah from 
other men, as dyers by coloring distinguished stuffs. Hence, John is 
called, by early Latins John Tinctor, the exact Latin of Joannes Bap- 
tists John the Baptist. Tertullian, the first Latin father, observes that 
baptism was administered with great simplicity, homo in aqua demissus, 
et inter pauca verbatinctus. ‘The mode seems to have been this. The 
administrator standing in the water, and putting his hand on the back 

art of the head of the candidate, standing also in the water, bowed him 
ewes till he was immersed in the water, pronouncing in the mean 
time, the os nim words by which he characterised him a Christian. 
Every body knows how the Romans understood demisso capite, demisso 
vultu, demissis occulis, and the like. The Syrians, the Arminians, the 
Persians, and all Eastern Christians a rer, ee the Greek — 
baptism, to signify dipping, and agreeably to their own versions, they 
gre seats gininten baptism by immersion; but Mohammed, in 
the Alcoran has most fully translated the original word. He calls ba 
tisn?sebgatallah, that is divine dying, or the tinging of God, from sebgah, 
dying, and allah, Ged. A celebrated orientalist says, Mohammed made 
use of this compound term for baptism, because in his time Christians 
administered baptism as dyers tinge, by immersion, and not as now (in 
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est) by aspersion. Mohammed every where expresses great respect 
a "hes of Christians, and being asked why he set aside baptism, he 
answered, because the true divine tnct, which is true baptism, is faith 
and grace, which God bestows on true believers. This inward tinct is 
half the meaning of baptism, the other half is immersion in water. 
“The very learned Dr. John Gale, whose accurate knowledge of Greek 
was never doubted, hath traced the original word in eo writers, and 
hath proved that with the Greeks bapto signifies dip, paptal dyers, baphia 
a dye-house, bapais dying by dipping. Bammata dying drugs, baphikee 
the art of dying, dibaphos double dyed, A eager a dying vat, &c. 
Tertullian preserves both the ideas in the few words quoted above de- 
missus in aqua is the first dipped and tinctus the other colored or charac- 
terised, so that the single word baptism stands for both dipping, the mode, 
and a person of real character, the only subject of bapusm. There is a 
propriety in acknowledging a believer in Christ a real character by bap- 
tism. It is giving him the name who hath the thing. To this sense of 
the word all circumstances and descriptions agree as baptising in the 
river Jordan, going down into the water, coming up out of the water, 
buried in baptism, and the rest, so that the proper answer to the question, 
how did John administer baptism is, by immersion.” 


Baltimore, September 18, 1835. 

Dear Brotuer THomas,—Your last number of the Advocate is be- 
fore me, and I am perfeetly satisfied that our letter on the subject of re- 
immersion and your strictures on the same should go to the public, each 
to speak for themselves. But I as one am not satisfied that you should 
have substituted the term ruler for that of elder, as written by us, as that 
term does not so well without a construction, answer our views of the 
officer, but the term elder is directly scriptural, and I like it best because 
it implies an aged man, and while it is used to designate the office-bearers 
in the congregations of the Lord, it will in some measure be the means 
of guarding the disciples from appointing any over them, who are 
not men of age and experience, according to Paul’s rule in the case. By 
giving this a place in your next number you will oblige one who loves 
the cause and you for the truth’s sake. Cuas. FarQuiarson, 

One of the Elders of the Church in Baltimore. 

We have complied with our brother F’s request. We substituted ru- 
ler for elder, as more agreeable to the atyle of the new translation; and, 
as we think, will appear from the context, of the following passages, 
more accordant with the idea of the sacred writers. 1 Tim. v. 17; Heb. 
xill. 7; v. 17; v. 24; 1 Tim. iii. 2; 1 Peter v.5. An aged man may be 
a very young Christian, and a young man may be relatively an old 
Christian. John the Baptist when he began his proclamation was about 
twenty-nine or thirty; Jesus when he entered upon his ministry began 
to be about thirty years old; the Apostles were all inspired men; and so 
were the elders of the churches of the first seventy years; and many 
were ordained, or endowed with the gifts of the Spirit, by the young 
Timothy; and the priests under the law entered upon their office at thirt 
years and retired at fifty. Numb. viii 25—‘From the age of fifty they 
shall'serve no more.” From all we can learn from the examples of 
scripture, we think that no one ought to be appointed an elder under 
thirty years of age. An old Christian and aged (not a very old) man 
in one person is certainly to be preferred. But age without knowledge 
and wisdom is worse than useless. Epiror. 
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From an English Paper. 
PRIESTS OF MAMMON. 

DEDICATED TO THE AMERICAN DAUGHTER OF ENGLISH EPISCOPACY. 
[Our Reverend Churchmen make no distinction between the revenues 
and the religion of the church: with them those terms mean one and the 
same thing; and thus it is that those circumstances occur which form the 
subject of the following spirited commentary. Our priests have greater 
love for the Mammon of the world than for their Maker, and hesitate 
not to neglect the one in order to look after the other. And this they call 

religion! } 





THER DISHONESTY AND IMPIETY OF THE CLERGY. 

“The excessive dishonesty and impudent impiety of the Church of 
England clergy in, attempting to identify their mere personal and worldly 
interests with the sacred cause of religion, is insufferably disgusting, 
They would fain persuade us that to interfere in the slightest degree with 
their darling tithes, which they claim as absolute inalienable property, is 
a downright robbery, not of parsons only, but of Gop himself. The 
moment any attempt is made to reform any of the enormous abuses of 
the church—to amend the oppressive and vexatious tithes-law—to equalize 
the incomes of the clergy, taking from the rich pluralist a portion of his 
unearned and undeserved revenue and giving the poor curate—the work- 
ing clergyman—enough to support him decently; or the instant the peo- 
ple seek to abolish rates levied from dissenters for the building, or repair, 
or costly decorations of churches which they never enter, a tremendous 
outery is raised that the establishment is about to be overthrown, and the 
reformed religion sacrificed. Even that most enormous of all abuses— 
that robbery of a whole nation—the inflicting a richly endowed Protestant 
hierarchy upon the Catholic people of Ireland, with all its infamies of 

yarishes without churches, of tithes collected for absentee parsons, who 
have no congregations—of Rathcormac massacres and of clerical exac- 
tions enforced at the we Regs int, is strenuously defended by the clergy 
of the Church of England. In fact, many of our parsons make com- 
mon cause with the hierarchy of [reland, seeing that the reform of the 
Trish Church is likely to be the forerunner of a salutary reform of the 
English establishment. * * * The moment any interference with 
the incomes of the clergy is talked of, they assemble to lecture the King 
on the impiety of the spoliation! ‘These priestly advocates of Irish tithes 
and tithe-massacres commence their address to his Majesty by stating 
that they have heard with deep concern that it is in contemplation to 
alienate a portion of the revenues of the Established Church in Ireland, 
and that they ‘firmly believe that such a measure would directly tend to 
depress the cause of Protestantism in that part of the United Kingdom, 
to increase the influence of persons of the Roman Catholic persuasion, 
and ultimately to endanger the very existence of that portion of the united 
Church of England and Ireland.’ Now, it is obvious to all disinterested 
men who have devoted any attention to the subject, that ‘the cause of 
Protestantism’ in Ireland has been depressed by the wicked attempt to 
cram that faith down the throats of the people, and by the monstrous 
crime of compelling a Catholic population to support a Protestant esta- 
blishment. Can we conceive the possibility of the poor Irish becoming 
converts to a religion whigh must appear to them a system of robbery 


and homicide? The Irish peasant sees the bed sold from under him to 
meet the demands of a clergyman whom, perhaps, he never saw—im 
whose services, if performed at all, he does not participate. He sees a 
personage calling himself a minister of the mild and beneficent doctrines 
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of the meek and lowly Jesus, marching about the country at the head of 
armed soldiers, shooting human beings by the dozen for refusing to pay 
tithes. Is this the way to make converts to Protestantism? Yet these 
crimes must be perpetrated—at least, the system that causes them must 
be continued—or, according to the priests and tories, Protestantism will 
be depressed, nay, the very existence of the Irish Church will be endan- 
gered. Why, it is endangered already—endangered bY, its crimes, and 
nothing but a sweeping measure of reform can save it. But, again, these 





parsons ‘view with alarm the principle of such a measure, which, if once a 
applied to Ireland, may be extended to England, and may lead to similar hf 
alienations of the property of the Church of England, to the hazard of } 
subverting our Church Establishment, and, in consequence, depressing Bs 
generally the reformed faith.’ Aye, there’s the rub: the Church of Eng- 3 
land clergy tremble for their tithes, and dues, and Easter offerings and all : 
the snug things of the Establishment, which they call property. The 

Irish people must still be impoverished to support a church which has 
failed miserably as far as conversion is concerned—they must still be 
forced to pay tithes or be shot down like wild beasts if they refuse, be- ' 
cause if the Irish Church should be reformed ‘alienations of the property 

of the Church of England’ may follow. The reformed faith too, may 
be depressed, if the clergy of the Hierarchy are deprived of any portion 
of their property! According to these men our religion is a mere matter 
of money. Pay the parsons well, and the reformed faith will flourish— 
lower the incomes of any of them, and it is depressed and endangered.” 
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SIGNS OF THE TIMES. 
DEDICATED TO THE REV. TIM. O'BRIEN, ROMISH PRIEST OF RICHMOND, VA. 

I beheld till the Thrones were cast down, and the Ancient of Days did 
sit.—Dantew vil. 9. 

This tremendous epocha is at hand. There does not exist a govern- 
ment or throne in the “civilized” world, that is not shaken to its ata ad 
tion. Whenever this overthrow of the political and hierarchal orders of 
society does occur MOB VIOLENCE will be the power to effect it. ‘The in- 
surrection of the rabble against the laws, which constitutes mobocracy, is 
every where taking place. ‘“RrrorM” is the universal cry, which despo- 
tism labors to stifle, and representative governments but slowly respond 
to. The rabble, which acts by impulse, and not according to reason, has 
become impatient of delay. It only waits the time, unconscious of the 
power that restrains it, when the “great voice shall come forth from the 
temple of heaven, from the throne, saying, 1T Is DONE” —to spring, with 
the velocity and greediness of bloodhounds, upon its prey. Then will 
there be voices, and thunders, and lightnings; and a great earthquake; 
and the cities of the nations will fall down—and Babylon the Great will 
come unto remembrance before God, to give her the cup of the wine of 
his fiercest wrath. Rev. xvi. 17-20. 

As we remarked in No. 5, p. 116, “the present contest between Don 
Carlos and Queen Isabella lies deeper in the providence of God than mere 
politicians suspect. ‘The moral renovation of Spain is the true meaning 
of the contest for the Spanish crown.” Since we were induced to pen | 
this observation, events have transpired confirmatory of this sentiment. ' 
The “order of the society of Jesus,” as that of the Jesuits is termed, has 
been suppressed, and their property appropriated to State purposes. Since 
this, accounts have been maikeed. from Madrid, stating that it had been 
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Tesolved in a Council of Ministers that the Government should publicly | 
dispose of nine hundred convents, the proceeds to be applied to the redemp- | 











tion of the debt without interest. In Portugal, the sales of the patrimony 
of the priests is steadily going on, notwithstanding the threats and protests 
of Don Mi and Pope. Upon the visit of the Queen of ortuga] 
to the Estrella Nunnery, the nuns forced her along with them in solemn 
pon through the cloisters, took her to the church, knelt down before 
ier, and commenced a regular din of lamentations and supplications, re- 
questing the Queen “not to forsake the Catholic religion of the country, 
which was fast sinking.” But “God has put it into the hearts” of these 
governments ‘‘to execute his sentence,” so down it must go, and none can 
—— it. Seventeen hundred years ago it was decreed that “these shall 
iate the harlot, and make her desolate, and naked; and they shall eat her 
flesh and burn her with fire.” Rev. xvii. 16. 

In Spain, there is a general war on the part of tue people against the mo- 
nasterjes. At Reuss, July 24, the people burned the convents of the Capu- 
chin and Carmelite Friars, and immolated between twenty and thirty monks 
of these orders. At Barcelona, on the 25th and 26th, a mob arose after a 
bull-fight, and raised the cries of “To the Convents, to St. Francis’, to the 
Carmelitss, and death to the Friars!’ The convent of St. Francis was soon 
in flames amidst the shouts of “Long live Liberty—kill the Friars!” Those 
of the Augustin Frars—of the Order of the Trinity—of Carmelites, both 
shod and barefooted—of the Minims, and Dominicans were soon on fire; 
and unsuccessfubattempts were made to burn others. The splendid libraries 
and “pleasant pictures’ of these establishments have all been reduced to 
ashes. Not content with the destruction of property the populace massa- 
cred about eighty Friars. Very few of those met an instant death. Some 
were burned in the convents, some poignarded, and many beaten to death 
with sticks and stones, On Sunday morning the rage of the mob was ex- 
cessive to find that several hundreds of Friars had still escaped, and many 
were stabbed even whilst under the protection of the military force. The 
volunteers refused to protect the Friars, and although the aitecy paraded 
the streets while the convents were burning, they were perfectly passive, 
and ordered not to fire on the populace. The inmates of the house ad join- 
ing the convents rushing out and removing their valuables, the people doing 
their deeds of blood, the deafening cries, as a victim fell into the fire, or 
= by the knife, “all formed a scene,” says an eye witness, “which 

affles description.”” At Murcia, August Ist, the convents of St. Dominic, 
the Trinity, and St. Francis were destroyed. At Cordova, many convents 
have been laid in ruins; as well as that of the Minims of Alcantarilla. At 
Gasper Aragon the monks were chased by the people with clubs and many 
of them killed—the rest driven out and the monasteries burned. The monks 
are flying in all directions towards the frontier of the Eastern Pyrenees— 
many of them are joining Don Carlos, the champion of Romanism in 
Spain. EpiTor. 





*SPOTTSYLVANIA” and the “RELIGIOUS HERALD.” 
“ The erly Mr. James Fife confesses the authorship of “ Spoétsyl- 
vania” in the “Religious Herald.” It contains a liliputian attack upon 
me and brother Anderson. The whole tirade is ridicule without wit. 
Brother A. condescended to refute its calumnies, but, the “vitally pious” 
Mr. Sands refused to insert it. This “ghostly father’s” point no point 
farago needs no reply. It immolates itself. We refer him and his brother 
of the Religious Herald, to Prov. xxvi. 5, Matt. vii. 6, as our conclusion 
of the matter. Epiror. 
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